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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the Applicant's amendments and arguments filed on 
September 09, 2004 in which claims 1, 1 1, and 21 have been amended, and 27 has 
been added. Claims 1-27 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 6-10, 11, 16-20, 21-23, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Tada et al. (US 6,662,105) in view of Otting et al. (US 
6,477,372). 

Regarding to claims 1 , 1 1 , 21 , 26, and 27, Tada teaches a method for operating 
a wireless communication system, comprising: determining a location of a mobile 
station (i.e., position calculation section 12a, col. 6, lines 59-61); comparing the location 
to information that is descriptive of a map that is stored in the mobile station (col. 6, 
lines 61-66); and deriving at least one system selection parameter from the mobile 
station's location relative to the map (col. 1, lines 40-44, col. 2, lines 3-31). 

Tada does not specifically teach deriving at least one system selection parameter 
from the mobile station's location by which the mobile station may obtain access to a 
desired communication system. 
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However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. Otting 
teaches the mobile station determines and scans for alternate technology to select the 
desired one typically according to the location of the mobile (col. 3, line 45 to col. 4, line 
59). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
of the invention, to implement the technique of Otting within the system Tada in order to 
allow the mobile station to perform alternate radiotelephone system scans without 
missing paging messages on the system where it is presently camped. 

Regarding claims 6, 16, Tada in view of Otting all limitation above. Tada further 
teaches wherein the system selection parameter is used to select a non-public system 
(corresponding to information center, col. 7, lines 18-55). 

Regarding claims 7, 17, Tada in view of Otting all limitation above. Tada further 
teaches wherein the determination of the location of the mobile station is performed by 
the mobile station without assistance from a network operator (col. 3, lines 10-15). 

Regarding claims 8, 9, 18, and 19, Tada in view of Otting all limitation above. 
Tada further teaches wherein the determination of the location of the mobile station is 
performed by the mobile station with assistance from a network operator (col. 2, lines 3- 
19). 

Regarding claims 10, 20, 22, and 25, Tada in view of Otting all limitation above. 
Tada further teaches wherein the map is downloaded from a network operator to a 
memory of the mobile station (col. 4, lines 18-44). 

Regarding claim 23, Tada in view of Otting all limitation above. Tada further 
teaches wherein there are a hierarchy of maps, where a map that is lower in the 
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hierarchy provides more a detailed system selection parameter than a map higher in the 
hierarchy (setting condition for map priority, col. 8, line 57 to col. 9, line 42). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-5, 12-15, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tada et al. (US 6,662,105) in view of Otting further in view of 
Dennisson et al. (US 6,324,404). 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 12, 13, and 24, Tada in view of Otting teaches all 
limitation above except wherein the system selection parameter is comprised of a band 
of frequencies or a frequency channel within which the mobile station may obtain 
access to a desired system. 

However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. 
Dennisson teaches selecting desired frequency band to establish communication based 
on the exact geographic location of the mobile communication device (col. 12, line 50 to 
col. 13, line 20 and col.16, lines 1-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to implement the technique 
of Dennisson within the system of Tada and Otting in order t encompass the switching 
of a dual frequency phone to a second frequency based on exact geographic location of 
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the mobile device; thus, user who wants PCS for his communication device in the city is 
able to roam out of PCS territory into cellular territory. 

Regarding claims 4, 14, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same reason 
as set forth in the rejection of claims 2 and 3 above. 

Regarding claims 5, 1 5, Tada in view of Otting teaches all the limitations above 
except wherein the system selection parameter is used to select a public system 
(corresponding to emergency system). 

However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. 
Dennisson teaches routing the emergency call based on the exact location geographic 
of the mobile communication device (col. 12, lines 15-50). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention was made, to 
implement the technique of Dennisson within the system of Tada and Otting in order 
that the emergency response personnel can send someone more rapidly to rescue the 
caller of an emergency call. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean A Gelin whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4847. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 AM to 7:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David R Hudspeth can be reached on (703) 308-4825. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




JEANQELIN 



JGelin 

January 7, 2005 



